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FREE COMMUNION 
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AN ANSWER 1 


* . BROWN 's PAMPHLET, 


ENTITLED, 


Tas HOUSE OF GOD OPENED AND 
HIS TABLE PREP; &e. 


1 


By WIL LLIAM BUT TFIELD. A 


Charity——rejoiceth in THE TRUTH. 1 CoR, xiii. 


You are never to make Peace with others, at the expenceof any Truth 
that is revealed by the great Go; becauſe that is offering up his 
Glory in ſacrifice to your own. Mr, Tomas Brapausy, 
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To the Cuvzen oF cuxlsr, | aſſembling a at 
| "Tron. | g 


DEAR BRETHREN, 


N the Unt 4 laſt Summer, I alive: A 


1 é ſermon at Ridgmount, from James i. 273; the 
contents of which were highly diſapproved by 
many who attended on that occaſion; particularly 

the arguments that were adyanced againſt Free Com- 
munion. The malecontents, not being ſatisfied with 

barely ſignifying their diſapprobation, proceeded to 
indecent freedoms; loading me with reproach, and 
charging the doctrines that were delivered, with de- 
ſtructive conſequences; fuch conſequences, a as I can- 


not but abhor. 


Un conscious of having advanc ed any ching ir in- 
defenſible, amidſt the tumult and clameur of ſcan- 
dal and defamation, I could not but wiſh to excul- 
pate myſelf; for which purpoſe it ſeemed needful to 
publiſh my diſcourſe. While muſing on the pro- 
priety of ſuch a ſtep, a pamphlet fell into my hands, 
written by Mr. Brown; the deſign of which is to 


evince, That Bapriſts and Pzdobaptiſts may lawfully 


hold com munion tagether at the Lord's Table. 
A 


& 


2 Free Communion an Innovation. 


; being more cand id, and more extenſively charitable | thin 


others. That ſprinkling, however, or pouring of water 
upon one part of the body only, cannot be called Bapti/m 
with the leaſt degree of propriety or truth, we may venture 
to aſſert, and ſhall endeavour. to prove, from the authority of 
God's word. Suppoſing, though not granting, that the 
ſcriptural mode of Baptiſm cannot be determined by the 
natural import of the Greek words, Barre and Barrigu ; nor 
from any circumſtances, reſpecting the perſons and places, 
where thoſe were baptized who ſubmitted to that ordinance 
in the primitive church; it may be aſked, Have we, or have 
we not, any thing left on record in the New Teſtament, 
which may be conſidered as deciſive in this point ? To 


which we may venture to anſwer in the affirmative; and 


our authority for it is founded on Rom. vi. 4. Col. ii. 12. 


This important queſtion, Whether ſprinkling be the ſcrip- 


tural mode of Baptiſm ; or, whether, in order to the proper 
adminiſtration of that ordinance, it is neceſſary the whole 
body ſhould be buried in water ? the apoſtle determines, 
in the paſſages to which I have juſt referred. In the for- 


mer of which he ſays, We Chriſtians] are buried with him 


[Chriſt] by Baptiſm: And in the latter his language is, 
Buried with him in Baptiſm. Words, ſurely, cannot be more 


explicit, or more intelligible. It ſeems almoſt impoſſible, 


that the impartial reader ſhould miſtake the apoſtle's mean- 


ing. We cannot but think, that every unprejudiced in- 
quirer, who has been puzzled with the ſignification of 


Greek words, and loſt in the wilderneſs of unmeaning ar- 
guments, which have been preſſed into the cauſe of Pædo- 
baptiſm, may find ample ſatis facto reſpecting the ſcrip- 
tural mode of * in this . account of it. 


Theſe plain, theſe dad i ut 50 word 0 | 
God, ſtand like a wall of 'braſs, in defence of immerſion ; 
and bid defiance to the moſt-vigorous, 'repeated, and united 
attacks of genius and learning. In vain, then, do our 


Pædobaptiſt brethren run round the world in queſt of aſſiſt- 


ICE to evince that the rt words, Barre and Bazrigu, 
not 


2 
2 
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not only ſignify to dip, but alſo: to waſh, by ſprinkling, 'or 
pouring of water. In vain are che united authorities of 
Calvin,” Beza, Tilenus, Volſhus, Lightfoot, Keckerman, 
&c. produced for this purpoſe. In vain is all their analo- 
gical reaſoning, from the Jewiſh rites of ſprinkling under 
the law, to prove that ſprinkling, or pouring of water upon 
one part of the body only, is Baptiſm. If, indeed, the ſerip- 
tural mode of Baptiſm is to be determined by the joint 
authorities of learned men, or the manner of cleanſing 
defiled perſons under the law, by ſprinkling water upon 
them; then, to alledge the authority of learned moderns 
and ancient fathers, and to argue analogically from the 
Jewiſh rites of purifying by ſprinkling, to prove the pro- 
priety of Baptiſm by aſperſion, would be of force: but, as 
Baptiſm was inſtituted by our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, at the 
commencement of the goſpel day; and as the apoſtle has 


declared, that believers are buried with Chriſt by Baptiſm; 


it muſt be groundleſs and vain, to produce the authorities 
of learned men, and to argue analogically from the manner 
of cleanſing defiled perſons under the law, by ſprinkling, to 
prove that aſperſion is Baptiſm. "For, if believers are buried 
by Baptiſm, then the burial of the body muſt be 2fſential to 
Baptiſm; and; conſequently, inmerſian is eſſential to that 
ordinance. And if ſo, ſprinkling has not the eſſence of 
Baptiſm in it; it is a quite different thing; nor can it be 
called Baptiſm, without a miſapplication of terms and an 
abuſe of language. Nor can any of our opponents, that 
plead for free communion, conſider the aſperſion of infants 
as having the eſſence of chriſtian Baptiſm in it, without ex- 
poſing themſelves to the charge of Anabaptiſm; for it is not 
uncommon with them, to immerſe, on a profeſſion of faith, 
W as were 1 cee in their 1 8 


| To the above reflections i it may not bei improper to rinks a 
few remarks on 1 Pet. iii. 21. 'The like figure whereunto even 

Baptiſm doth alſa now ſave us (not the putting away of the filth 
of the fleſh, but the anſwer of a good conſcience towards God) by 
the * of Feſus Chri "fe. From this NY paſſage 
B 3 we 


— —— — PA pas 


learn, that the circumſtance af penn: away. * filth of the 
fluſh, in Baptiſm, which, perhaps, is unavoidable, in a 
greater or leſs degree, is a matter of no conſequence; but 


that the anſiuer of à good conſcience. is abſolutely. neceſſary. 


By a good conſcience, we underſtand, a conſcience ſprinkled 
with the blood of Chriſt; which, under the influence. of 
grace, induceth a perſon to do thoſe things. which the word 
of God enjoins, and to omit thoſe which jt prohibits. By 
the anſwer of a good conſcience, we underſtand, actual 
obedience; . or, a practical reply to the commands laid 
down in the Bible. When convinced by the word of God, 


that it is our duty to do this, or omit that, our conſcience 


requires obedience z and when, in compliance with what 
it ſuggeſts, under the influence of divine authority, we ſub- 
mit to its dictates, our. practice is the language of con- 
ſcience within; it is the anſwer of a good conſcience towards 
God. Now, if the anſwer of a good conſcience, in the ſenſe 


_ explained, be neceſſary in Baptiſm, it is impoſüble that in- 


fants ſhould be the proper ſubjects of that ordinance, for 
this obvious reaſon, They are not capable of ne a 
6 in any reſpa@ rns rer. Fr. 1 Sinn 


Ain: If the anſwer of a good n be 8 in 


Baptiſm, and if ſprinkling be not Baptiſm, then adult 


Pædobaptiſts cannot exerciſe a good conſcience in the ſer- 
vice of ſprinkling : for that only can be called a good con- 
ſcience, in the ſenſe of this paſſage, which induceth a | 
chriſtian to act, or refrain from acting, in conſequence of 
being convinced and influenced by the word of God. 4 
therefore, ſorinkling be not Baptiſm, it is not poſſible, 
that a Pædobaptiſt ſhould be convinced by the word of God, 
that it is his duty to receive ſprinkling as the ſcriptural mode 
of Baptiſm. The conſequence is unavoidable : Adults, 
who have ſubmitted to what is called, Baptiſm by aſperſion, 
cannot be conſidered as baptized; and it muſt be incon- 
ſiſtent with reaſon and religion, to admit them into the 
church, as bapiized believers, Mr. Brown, however, thinks 


— an Janenation; 


$ 
the following reaſons, which we proceed. .to examine, 

&« (yfficiently evince that the different ſentiments of Baptiſts 
<« and Pædobaptiſts about water-baptiſm, ſhould not prevent 


«© mutual love, union, and communion with each ee 
« in the a of God and at his table.” 


c ? : 


4 J. As all, who are called to be Gaints and faithful in E 
| * Chriſt Jeſus, whether they be Baptiſts orPzdobaptiſts, are 
< jn the fame near relation to God, as their heavenly Father, 
<«, and fo are brethren—are all equally beloved of him, a 
« his dear children—born in his houſe and of his houſhold; 
ce and as he hath promiſed : and. gives them all a place £0 
a name in his houſe, better than of ſons and daughters, 
cc an everlaſting name, that ſhall not be cut off ; and alſo 
&« 2s, in all places where he records his. name, though 
yh 1 two or three are gathered together, he affords them 
cc his gracious preſence and bleſſing; therefore, as brethren, 
þ « it is good and pleaſant for. them to dwell together in 
* love and unity, and not to fall out by the way, or attempt 
< to deprive each other of the common privileges of their 
«© Father's houſe, or the means of enjoying his preſence, 
60 by . the door, and * them from * 
6 table,” oy EY 


A ſalt degres of penetration will enable the reader to 
diſcover, that the right of believers to communion at the 
Lord's table, is founded on their relation to God, and one 
to another in Chriſt, &c. in the above reaſon. But if be- 
lievers, according to Mr. B's. doctrine, have a right to 
communion at the Lord's table, becauſe they are related to 
God, and to each other, in Chriſt, and becauſe the Lord 
bath promiſed to give them a name and a place in his houſe : 
above , and ene favours his people with his preſence, 

| | | "$5 15 even 


* 
. a 


: i Our Author. 17 the bouſe of Cod, cannot refer to the Church Militant; for 
if the Lord bath promiſed to give AL L his children a place in his houſe bale, 
| then he has conferred privileges on ſome of his children in the covenant of 


Brace, and promiſed to beſtow thoſe 3 on them in time, which they 
never 
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even when two or three only meet together in his name; 
then, on a ſuppoſition that we believe any perſon to be 
poſſeſſed of the grace of God, whatever his religious ſen- 


timents may be, we have no authority to exclude him from 


the Lord's table. For if a perfon's relation to God, &c. 

ives him a right to communion at the Lord's table; then, 
on our receiving evidence of ſuch relation, we oe! con- 
fider him as poſſeſſed of a right to communion, however 


erroneous his religious ſentiments may be. But if we be- 


Tieve that his erroneous ſentiments deſtroy his right to com- 
© munion, we muſt alſo conclude, that they make void his 
relation to God, and believers in general. For if, accord- 
ing to our Author” 's ſentiments, a perſon's relation to God, 
Kc. gives him a right to communion; then by a neceſſary 
| conſequence, that which deſtroys his right to communion, 
muſt make void his relation to God, and his title to eternal 
life. But to ſuppoſe, that a real chriſtian's erroneous ſen- 
timents vacate his intereſt in Chriſt, as a Saviour, and his 


title to eternal life, is contrary to the word of God; ; and 


what Mr. B. himſe!f does not believe. =; therefore, the 
doctrine here advanced by our Author, be the rule af his 
conduct; he muſt permit perſons to enter into the church, 
who are enemies to ſome capital truths of the goſpel. Sup- 
pole, for inſtance, which is ſometimes the caſe, a man to 
poſſeſs the grace of God, who is an avowed enemy 
to the doctrine of election; and who is fond of propagating 
ſehtiments which are not only oppoſite to that doctrine, but 
to others of equal importance : Mr. B. muſt either receive 
him, if he deſire communion, or be guilty of unlawfully 
keeping a perſon out of the church, who, according to his 
own ſentiments, has an PIO right to a place at the 
org 's table, 3 


| never enjoy. For though it be the duty of all real converts to ſeek for com- 


Mmunion with a church af Chriſt, in the order that he has appointed; yet Mr. 
B. will not deny, that there have been and are believers in the world, who never 


did, nor ever N enjoy fellowſhip with the people of God at the Lord's table. 
6+ Rut 


— 


But if, to evade theſe conſequences, Mr. B. ſhould ſay, 
He does not mean to. infinuate, that a perſon's relation to 
God, and believers in general, gives him a right tg com- 

munion at the Lord's table, then his firſt reaſon is alt&gether 
impertinent ; and the charge which he implicitly alledges 
; againſt thoſe whom he calls „rigid Baptiſts,” of attempt 
ing to deprive their brethren of the privileges of their Father's 
houſe, and the means of enjoying his preſence, by ſhutting 
the door, and keeping _ from his table, is nee 3 
out foundation. | 1 


6 II. As they have all obtained * like precious faith, 
cc and are called in one body, ſo are one in Chriſt, mem- 
„ bers of his myſtical body, in which there ſhould be no 
c ſchiſm, even thoſe members which to us ſeem feeble, 
« unneceſſary, leſs honourable, and unlovely, ſhould not be 
e ſevered from the body, as uſeleſs, or as not belonging 
& to it, but be loved, cared for, and ſympathized with: 
% and as the Lord's ſupper is peculiarly deſigned to repre- 
<« ſent this one body, and to promote love and unity in the 
& whole body; as we are all partakers of the one bread in 
ce jt; therefore none of the members of this one body 
© ought to exclude each other from it, though they may 
e be miſtaken in things not eſſential and which do not af- 


6 fect their moral walk.” 


After a multitude of, unmeaning terms, as uſed by our 
Author, grammaticallylinked together, anda tedious circum- 
locution without any juſt argumentation ; /out ſtarts a con- 

| | le RET 
ſequence, which, though foreign to the premiſes, looks like 
a faſt friend of free communion, Had Mr. B. informed us 
what he means by./ch;/ms in the body of Chriſt, and what by 
ſevering members from it; and whether or no, he means to 
charge thoſe who do not admit of free communion, with 
being guilty of making ſchiſms in, and ſevering members 
from that body ; it would have been no more than we had a 


right to expect. But there i is too much reaſon to complain 
of 


or 


4 | 


S3 FreeC 
of ambiguity in his ſtyle; nor is it uncommon for him to 
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leave us to gueſs at his real meaning, to the unſpeakable 
diſadvantage of incautious nen who frequently miſtake 


m. for 09. mms oh 


If by Ahe in the myſiical body of Chriſt, Mr. B. means 
an uncomely diſproportion in any of the members of that body; 
which the apoſtle intends by the term in the paſſage to which 


he refers, there cannot be any ſach thing. For the apoſtle 


informs us, 1 Cor. xii. 24, 255 when illuſtrating the con- 
nection and mutual dependence of the members of the 
myſtical body of Chriſt, and their exact proportion to each 
other; by the connection, mutual dependence, and propor- 
tion of the members of the human body; that God hath 


tempered the body together, having given more abundant honour 
10 that part which lacked, that there ſhould be no ſchiſm in the 


body, Now, if it be aliowed, that the work of God, in 
forming the myſtical body of Chriſt, is perfect (which can- 


not with modeſty” be denied) then it will follow, that there 


cannot be any ſchiſm in that body ; and, conſequently, the 


following words, In which there ſhould be no ſchiſm, ap- 


plied to the church of Chriſt, muſt be emphatically im- 
pertinent. But if contention in the church below, be that 
to which he refers, his affertion is far from being founded 


in truth, For, as men zaturally are all enemies to the 


everlaſting goſpel, and as the beſt of them underſtand it but 


very imperfectly, offences muſt and will come in every age; 


( the ſpiritual reign of Chriſt excepted) until he appears the 
ſecond time to judge the world in righteouſneſs, To effect 


the ſalvation of men, according to the purpoſe of God, the 


goſpel muſt be preached: and profeſſors of religion there are, 
rofeſſors of religion there will be, in every age, by whom 
ſome branches of revealed truth, will be heartily rejected, 
until the above-mentioned period arrives. Therefore, as it 
is abſolutely neceſſary the goſpel ſhould be preached, that 


| ſuch perſons will be offended i is unavoidable 3 ; . 


offences mut needs Come. | 
| | W hat 
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What Mr. B's meaning is, when he ſays, Thoſe 
de members, which to us ſeem feeble, unneceſſary, leſs 
cc honourable, and unlovely, ſhould not be ſevered from the 

© body,” may alſo. be thought doubtful. If by ſevering of 
members from the myſtical body of Chriſt, he means a zotal 
excluſion, it is impoſſible : but if he means formally to 
exclude them from the church, while in her militant tate ; 
it is, in many caſes, abſolutely neceſſary, though the ex- 
cluded parties may be thought to poſſeſs the grace of God. 
And they ſhould be excluded too, not only as uſeleſs, but 
as injurious to the church; even when they are miſtaken only 
in ſome things that are not eſſential to ſalvation, and which 


do not vi bly affect their moral walk, 


But, leſt our idmiaths on this article ſhould be protracted 
to an improper length, we conclude, friendly reader, by ad- 
vertiſing thee, that there is no real difference between Mr, 
B's firſt and ſecond reaſon, only in the ſound and gram- 
matical conſtruction of the words. In his ſecond reaſon, the 
right of believers to communion at the Lord's table, is 
founded on their having obtained like precious faith; and 
being called in one body, conſequently being one in 
Chriſt. In his firſt reaſon, the right of believers to com- 
munion, is founded on their relation to God, and to each 
other in Chriſt. Now, Mr. B's deſign, in his firſt reaſon, 
muſt be to ſhew, that a perſon's right to communion at the 
Lord's table, depends on his relation to Chriſt, and to chriſ- 
tians in general, without his poſſeſſing any evidence of that 
relation, which ſeems rather abſurd; or there cannot be 
any real difference between his firſt and ſecond reaſon, Be- 

cauſe the evidence of a perſon's relation to Chriſt, and of 
being, a member of his myſtical body, conſiſts in his poſ- 
ſeſling : and exerciſing the grace of faith: our anſwer there- 
fore to Mr. B's firſt reaſon would not be an 1 impertinent 
reply to the ſecond, ” 


II.. cc As Water- baptiſm in itſelf, wink it be ad- 


« miniſtered in infancy or when adult, or by the mode of 
CT. 66 ſprink- 


— — EE een me. 
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q ſprinkling, or dipping, makes none a real ſaint or chriſ- 
5 tian, or renders any proper ſubjects for church fellow- 
ſhip : but as thoſe, who are baptized by the one Spirit 
in regeneration, are made real ſaints and chriſtians 
86 thereby, and are all baptized into the one body (the 
* true myſtical church of Chriſt) and are all made to drink 
« into one Spirit, and alſo have truly fellowſhip with the 
% Father, Son, and Spirit, and in the goſpel ; therefore 


be ſuch ought not to be refuſed fellowſhip with the ſaints 


be at the table of the Lord, let their ſentiments and prac- 


F< tice MPgtNV acter-haptſm be what they may.“ 


Is it not highly irrational in Mr. B. to reject Baptiſm, 
conſidered as a term of communion, beczuſe it is incapable 
of making men chriſtians, or of rendering any one a proper 
ſubject for church fellowſhip? It muſt, however, be un- 


2 Juft to reject Baptiſm, as a term of communion at the Lord's 


table, merely becauſe in itſelf it makes none a real ſaint: 
for, if it is juſt to reject Baptiſm as a term of communion, 
barely becauſe it hath not the power of making men chriſ- 
tians ; then practical chriſtianity, in every branch of it, 
may. be rejected ; for no one branch of practical religion 
is poſſeſſed of ſuch a power. 


Mr. B. however, has much the ſame authority to reject 
Baptiſm, confidered as a term of communion, becauſe it 
hath not the power to make men chriſtians ; as he has to 
aſſert, that becauſe chriſtians ©* Are all baptized by the one 
66 Spirit in regeneration, and are all made to drink into 
< one Spirit, and alſo have truly fellowſhip with the Father, 
„ Son, and Spirit, and in the goſpel ; therefore ſuch ought 
& not to be refuſed fellowſhip with the ſaints at the Lord's 
£ table, let their ſentiments aþout Water-baptiſm be what 


4 they may.” 


In the foregoing remarks we have endeavoured to make it 


appear, that nejther 2 perſon's relation o God, nor the 


evidence 


1 
; 
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evidence of that relacion. 3 is ent of itſelf, toentitle bim 
to comtnunion at the Lord's table. Believers, indeed, are 
baptized by the one Spirit in regeneration, and are made to 
drink into one Spirit; but their being baptized by the one 


| Spirit in regeneration, iS only an evidence to us of their 
being the adopted ſons of God, and no proof that they have 
a right to communion at the Lord's table. What has been 
ſaid, therefore, reſpeQing the inſufficiency of the evidente 


of a perſon's relation to God, to entitle him to chriſtian 


fellowſhip at the Lord's table, would ſufficiently refute 
what our Author has here advanced, reſpecting the right df 
believers to communion, on account of their having been 


bapitzed by, and having drank into, one Spirit. Mr. B. 


however, goes farther, and endeavours to ſtrengthen his ar- 
Zument, by ſubjoining, that belierers have truly fellow- 
e ſhip with the Father, Son, and Spirit, and in the goſpel.“ 
But this conſideration by no means proves the point in diſ- 
| pute. For communion with God, as enjoyed by chriſ- 
tians, is only an evidence of ſono; ; and a perſon whoſe 
| tenets are, in ſome reſpeCts, very erroneous, may be admitted 
to communion with the Lord. T-ſuppoſe our author will 
allow that it may be the cafe with a Papiſt. Further: To 


ſuppoſe, that the enjoyment of communion with-God, gives 
chriſtians a right to communion at the Lord's table; is to 


conclude, that their right to the latter, commences upon their 
poſſeſſing the former, and not before. For, if a perſon's 
| right to communion at the Lord's table, does not commence 
upon his enjoying fellowſhip. with God; then the enjoy- 
ment of communion with God, cannot ntith him to a place 
at the Lord's table. But the right of believers to com- 
munion, who, under the influence of the Spirit actually eat 
the ſacramental bread, and drink the ſacramental wine, is 
a bleffing which was E08 tr upon them in Chriſt, before 


the world began, even when the covenant of grace was or- 


dered in all things, for the elect's ſake. Conſequently, the 


enjoyment of communion with God; does not give chriſ- 


tians a right to communion at his table; and it muſt be 


3 irrational 


- 
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* for them. to plead, that * are entitled Ha, it on 
| that en, 


But if any one ſhould reply : 1535 which 3 
. a perſon's relation to God, demonſtrates alſo his right to 


on his giving evidence of his relation to Chriſt, We an- 
ſwer, that which proves a perſon's relation to God, does 
not evidence his right to communion]; for if it did, every 
one who gives evidence of his being a chriſtian, would alſo 
give evidence, that he has a right to communion. But this 
is not the caſe: for there are ſome that give evidence of 
their being chriſtians, who, notwithſtanding, live and die 
without ever approaching the Lord's table. And if it is a 
+ new. covenant, bleſſing to enjoy communion with God, and 
with believers at his table (which, I preſume, none will 


grace, beſtowed. this blefling upon them; unleſs to ſerve a 
1 purpoſe, we are reſolved to conclude, contrary to the plain- 
1 neſt dictates of common ſenſe (as before obſeryed) that the 
omniſcient God conferred bleſſings on ſome of Me Fade 
in the covenant af grace, which they never a | 


e 4 ir is only a 8 or ſhadow, 3 an out- 
ward ſign, or one leaf of our profeſſion, therefore we ought 
C not to refuſe or reject the ſubſtance for the ſign or ſhadow ; 
the kernel for the outward ſhell ; the fruit, or root of the 
. * matter, for a defect in one fp ; and deſtroy the peace 

ce and edification of brethren who have the bleſſing and 


* dom of God is not meat and drink, or water, but righ- 
e teouſneſs and peace, and joy in the Hol y Ghoſt ; and he 

e, that, in theſe things, ſerveth Chriſt, is acceptable to 

% God, and ſhould be approved of by us, and not kept out 
6 * the houſe of God, and from his ue" 


- communion, and he may bo admitted to the Lord's table, 


deny) we cannot ſuppoſe that the Lord in the covenant of © 


root of the matter in them; as we know that the king- | 


Such 
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guch degrading language relating to a poſitive inftitution 
of Chriſt, is very inconſiſtent with that profound veneration 
which Mr. B. profeſſes for the word of God. For, what 
were all the ancient ceremonies of the Jewiſh church ? 
What was circumciſion? What were ſacrifices ? Were they 
not ſhadows and ſhells, according to Mr. B's. repreſentation 
of Baptiſm ? And, on this principle of reaſoning, muſt not 
the ſacred ordinance of the ſupper be claſſed with them? | 
If ſuch a way of arguing be admitted, may we not become 
the humble diſciples of GoRORE Fox, and reject both the 
poſitive ordinances of the New Teſtament ? for BarcLay, 
the Quaker, makes uſe of ſimilar e when ſpeaking 
ume „ 2 


But, to examine this th fi it may! ha ſo called, a little 
more particularly. Baptiſm is here repreſented as a ſhadow, 
or a /hell; and a belieyer is repreſented as a ſubſlance, or a 
kernel, Mr. B. having given us this curious repreſentation 
of Baptiſm and of believers, concludes, that we, who do 
not think it out duty to admit Pædobaptiſts into commu- 
nion with us, are guilty of the puerile practice of preferring 
\ ſhadows. to ſubſtances, and ſhells. to kernels. But our au- 
_ thor greatly errs, for want of diſtinguiſhing between Bap- 
tiſm, conſidered ſimply as the appointment of God, and 
-Baptiſm,: as a divine inſtitution, intended to exhibit in a 
figure, the death, burial, and reſurrection of a body. In 
that view, it is a ſuhſtance; in this, it is a ſhadow : and our 
Opponent ſhould have remembered, that we contend for the 
ordinance in the former view, as well as the latter. The 
charge, therefore, which is implicitly laid againſt us, of 

preferring ſhadows to ſubſtances, and ſhells to kernels, is 
ungtounded and vain ; except our Author can make it 
appear, that thoſe venerable and ſolemn things, DIVINE, IN 
 STITUTIONS and DIVINE COMMAND, , may be lawfully 
conſidered as ſhadows and 2882 3 Is e. as e little or 
no importance. 


40 V. 
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_ . As water-baptiſm is an ordinance and perſonal duty 
et out of the church, which principally concerns the party 
e baptized, as to the right and mode of adminiftration ; 
<6 and as thoſe who are of a different mind àte hot obliged 
« to join in, or even be preſent at, the adminiſtration of it, 

4. contrary to their own conſciences; but each one, apart 
0 by himſelf, or with ſuch as are of the ſame mind, may 
86 ſtrieti diſcharge what he apprehends his own duty Were 

: Who then art thou that judgeſt another's houſhold 
& ſervant? (as the'original word ſignifies) For God is his 
c only maſter; to him he ſtandeth or falleth, or is ac- 

e countable for his conduct herein: and, though he may 
cc be miſtaken, yet, if the maſter of the houſe hath received 
& him as one of the houſhold, none of the reſt of the ſer- 
« yants ſhould judge him, or put a ſtumbling block, or 
"6 occaſion to fall in his brother's way; much: leſs ſhut 
es him out of his maſter's houſe, and from his table, which 

is an ordinance and ſocial duty, and privilege in the 

« church, Fon all his ſervants, for their . r 

In vain does ir. B. ba bur d to MP the lean; or- 
© ginance of Baptiſm appear little and mean, by aſſerting, 

that 48 perſonal duty out of the church, which prin- 

0 cipally concerns the party baptized, as to the right and 
% mode of adminiſtration.” For Baptiſm is not only a per- 
ſonal duty out of the church, but it is alſo the only way in 
Which the word of God directs us into the church. Or, if 

there be any door of admiſſion into the church for unbaptized 
believers, let our Opponent make it appear, and we will 
embrace it, and acknowledge his kindneſs in the diſcovery. 
But if there is no other way pointed out in the word of 
God, it muſt be exceedingly weak for Mr. B. to inſinuate, 
that it is the duty of Baptiſts to receive perſons into com- 
munion merely on their giving evidence that God has re- 
© ceived them; and that, upon refuſing them communion: at 
the Lord's table, they become guilty of judging the Lord's 


houſhold ſervants, and of a crime, much + than that 
- of 
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of cativig' a ſtumbling · block in their brother's way, With 
reſpe& to the miſtaken notion of a perſon having a right 
to communion, who gives evidence that the Lord has re- 
ceived him as his ſon, it is, we apprehend, refuted in the 
foregoing pages; and the effectual refutation of that ſen- 
timent, neceſſarily turns the Author's heavy artillery, which 
he levels at the enemies of free communion, into vex & 
preterea nihil 5 a ſound, and nothing elſe, 


One word more, on our Author's hn as and we 
diſmiſs this article. Mr. B, virtually allows, that it may 
be contrary to a Baptiſt's conſcience to join in the ſervice, 
or to be preſent with Pædobaptiſts, when they ſprinkle 
either infants or adults, But if ſo, Baptiſts muſt believe 
that ſprinkling is not Baptiſm; for it cannot be contrary - 
to a perſon's conſcience to countenance, by his preſence, 
that which he believes to be right. If, therefore, a perſon 
cannot conſcientiouſly countenance ſprinkling, he muſt 
believe that the manner of applying water by aſperſion, is 
a corruption of the ordinance, and not Baptiſm itſelf ; and 
ſo it muſt be contrary to their conſciences to receive Pædo- 
baptiſts into the church as baprized perſons. Conſequently, 
when Mr., B. pleads for Pædobaptiſts being admitted into 
the church, as baptized perſons ; and yet virtually allows 
that it may be contrary to the conſciences of Baptiſts, to 
join in the ſervice, and to be preſent when any one is 
ſprinkled; he, in effect, pleads for Baptiſts, to admit Pædo- 
baptiſts into their churches, as baptized perſons, contrary to 
their conſciences,—But of what an untoward conſtitution 
mult that church be, the members of which are ſo divided 
in their ſentiments, that they cannot all unite, with a good 
conſcience, in the adminiſtration of a divine appointment! 
—ſo divided, that ſome conſider, as an appointment of God, 
what others treat, as an invention of men /—divided to ſuch 
a degree, that ſome of them muſt abſent themſelves, from 
what others eſteem an act of holy worſhip ; or elſe be 
chargeable, in their own conſciences, with countenancing a 

| human 
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human invention! What a heterogeneous compound is 
Mr. B's favourite, free communion / For while it boaſts of 
waiting chriſtians at the holy table, it divides them at the 
facred fount; though the latter is no leſs a divine ap- 


, pointment than the former; and though the members of 


a chriſtian community ſnould be ſolicitous to have as much 
ſpiritual communion one with another, and as much fel- 
lowſhip with Jeſus Chrift in the adminiſtration of Bap- 


tiſm, as in a e the holy a 


4% VI. The time of uniformity amongſt the children of 
« God and ſervants of Chrift, in things not effential to ſal- 
et vation, is not yet come: and till then, it ſeems, the great 
Head of the church is pleaſed to permit different ſenti- 
„ ments to take place in non- eſſentials, for the greater 


4 trial and exerciſe of true chriſtian charity, long fuffering, 


« and forbearance amongſt his people, which an exact 


_ «uniformity might prevent; therefore it ſhould not'be in- 
<< jinſiſted on as a term _ nant es oh in "Ons panty * 


* vi > pe 9 1 ; 


Tpbat an eat diformity 3 in en- Kuta would not be 


| Infifted on as a term of fellowſhip'in the churches of Chriſt, 


we cheerfully grant; but cannot think that Baptiſm” is 


Utes a non- eſſential in religion, with any degree 'of pro- 
priety or truth. Baptiſm is the indifpenſable duty of all 


believers ; witneſs thoſe ever memorable words of our Al- 
mighty Redeemer to his diſciples, in Matt. xxviii. 19, 20. 
Go ye therefore and teach all nations, baptizing them in the name 
of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy GH. Teaching them 
zo obſerve all things whatſaever I have commanded you; and lo, 
Tam with you alway, even unto the end of | the world. In this 
emphatical paſſage of ſacred writ, which proceeded from the 
lips of the Son of man, after he roſe from the dead, and is 
replete with encouragement for thoſe who bear the burden 
and heat of the day, in the vineyard of the church; the 
apoſtles are commanded,” firſt, to teach; —— dübbeß⸗ 


tize; 
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tize's' and, thirdly, to.,inculcate,on all.thoſe who ſhould re- 
ceive the truth, the indiſpenſable, neceflity of obſerving” all 
things that Chriſt had commanded. them, | Now, as the 
apoſtles were commanded to baptixe, and to teach believers | 
to oblerye all things which Chriſt; had, .commanded them, 
they were under a divine obligation to urge the obſeryance of 
Baptiſm, as an important ordinance, inſtituted by the Son 

of God himſelf... Conſequently, Baptiſm i is a poſitiye and 
indiſpenſable duty.. And if ſo, it muſt either be the duty 
of ame chriſtians in particular, or of all i in 'general. If the 
former, they, doubtleſs, would haye been charaQterifed i in the 
word of God: for, to ſuppoſe chat Baptiſm i is binding on 
ſome dere ere, and not on r. tor witbout a cextain and 


9 £4 Þ 


is is has rendered, it bende ſor us to Rk; 
7 7 certainty, whether it is our duty to be baptized, or 

. But: the, word of God does not.contain any doctrines, 
2 or; examples, from which we may juſtiy infer, 
that Baptiſm is binding on ſome chriſtians, and not on 
others; and yet it is evident, to a demonſtration, that 
Baptiſm is a poſitive duty. Conſequently, it muſt be the 
duty, of chriſtians in general. And if Baptiſm be a duty, 
and, equally binding on chriſtians i in general, it cannot be 
juſtly, called a non-eſſential in religion, nor ſhould it be 
treated as a, matter of indifference; 2 ſubmiſſion to it being 
neceſlary to the diſcharge of a chriftian' O duty. 


0 73 


* But! if Mr. B. ſhould ſay, That he calls TRIO a non- 
eſſential, becauſe f it is not abſolutely neetſſury to ſalvation; 
'we alk, What i is elſential to ſalvation? It is not eſſential to 
VS ode for þelievers to live entirely without fin,” while 
they are in the world; nor, formally and uniformly, to ap- 
proach the Lord by, prayer every day'; and yet, to ſuppoſe 
that a perſon may commit ſin, or neglect the important duty 


of prayer, when it ſaits his carnal inglination, is 2'vain and 
FA - © impjous 


F . 
ww 
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impious conceit. 1t is as much the chriſtian's duty to abſtain 
from fin, in every view' ' of it, and to continue inſtant in 
prayer, as if the conſtant diſcharge of theſe duties were eſ- 
ſentially neceſſary. to the falvation of his ſoul: for our obli- 
| gation to the one and the other, does not ariſe from the 
greatu:fs of the effetts, whether good or bad, which are the 
conſequences of doing, or omitting, any thing enjoined 5; 
but from the authority or rigbr, which that ſovereign Being 
has to command, whoſe injunctions we are under. If, there 
fore, the Lord command me to pick up a pin, it is as much 
my duty to comply, as it is to believe that Jeſus Chriſt is the 
Son of God; becauſe his authority to command i is unlimited, 
and i it Voce be no other than a daring contempt of it, for 
me to endeavour to exciſe myſelf in neglecting to com- 
ply with that injuaRtion, by pleading, that to pickup a pin 
is not eſſential to ſa] vation; and therefore it 1 * omitted. 
Let us now apply e me WY COR] — be 


* 1 
7 
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Bibtilm 1s a poſitise duty, inchenbbit Err ehr ans in 
| general; the obſeryation' 6f which ſhould” be 9 — 

upon them, under the ſanction of the divine command, 
Therefore, they who can thus plead and act, are evidently 
partial in their regard to Chriſt's kingly office: nor is it the 
leaſt aggravation of their guilt, that they are acceſſary to 
the like partiality in others, who caſt a ſlight upon it; 
which is unavoidably the caſe with thoſe Biptifts: who ad- 
mit Pædobaptiſts to communion with them at the Lord's 
table. And though ſuch Baptiſts may plead, as they un- 
doubtedly will, that they are influenced by love to their 
Pædobaptiſt brethren, and are ſincere in their conduct to- 
wards them; yet their love and fincerity are no better than 
_ zeal without knowledge ;. becauſe they have no authority 
from the word of God to act ſuch a part. And, if they have 
no authority from that divine rule to juſtify their conduct, 
it is impoſſible their conduct ſhould be influenced by it. 
Conſequently, however affectionate and ſincere they may be, 
Having no guide but their own inclinations, their love muſt 


at) 
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be diſorderly.” Their ſincerity alſo en no atten * > 
thet, than that of pe run 2 12 2 

The en eee may evince "the irrationatiey, 2 
to ſay the itreligion, of fixing the epithet non-eſſential, to an 
inſtitution of Jeſus Chriſt. 1 conceive thoſe things may be 
called non- eſſentials, and matters of indifference in religion, 
concerning which we have no command, nor any example, 
warranted by divine authority; and thoſe only. Among 
which, I preſume, the eating, or not eating, of particular 
kinds of meat may be claſſed. For the New Teſtament 
does not lay any poſitive injunctions upon us, relating to 
that particular. But whatever is commanded, as Baptiſm 
is, cannot be an indifferent thing. We may therefore con- 
clude, that though the time of uniformity amongſt the peo- 
ple of God, and ſervants of Chriſt, is not yet come; and 
an exact uniformity of ſentiment, in things not eſſential, 
ſhould not be inſiſted on as a term of communion in the 


churches of God; yet it is the indiſpenſable duty of the 


followers of Chriſt, to plead for Baptiſm, as a divine in- 
ſtitution, and not to flight and treat it, as no ne 
unn of the regen of Jeſus, +149) artſy. 52 


4 VII. An uniformity i in the WOT af W Fl 
© not eſſential to a true church of Chriſt, or the foundation 
„of true chriſtian love amongſt brethren : for ſocieties 
„ may be formed on an uniformity in the outward mods 
« of this ordinance, and yet not be true churches of 
1 Chriſt, nor have any true chriſtian love ſubſiſting amongſt 
« them: and there certainly are many true churches of 
„ Chriſt, whoſe members are knit together in true chriſ- 
4 tjan love, and enjoying the preſence of Chriſt amongſt 
t them, though of different ſentiments. about the mode of 
&« water-baptiſm: therefore ſuch a difference ſhould be na 
% bar to fellowſhip amongſt the churches of Chriſt.” | 


A e591 * of 
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* Tf by the words, A church of Chriſt, Mr. B. means 
a company of faithful men, who have firſt given thein« 
ſelves to the Lord, and to one another according to the 
will of God, as revealed i in the New Teſtament; Then we 
may venture to aſſert, That Baptiſm, 'real Baptiſm, as ap- 
pointed by Jeſus Chriſt, is eflentia!, if hot to a true, yet to 
an orlerly church. Vor eau any one approach the holy 
table, in the way of ouf Lord's appointment, before he is 
baptized. And whether infant ſprinkling be real Baptiſm, 
J leave Mr. B. to determine: at the ſame time reminding 
him, that if he anſwer in the affirmative, he is bound, ex- 
cept he chooſe to be called an Auabaptiſt, never more to im- 
merſe, on a proſeſſion of faith, any that have been ſprinkled 
in their infancy. And though, with Mr. B. we allow, 
that an uniformity of ſentiment and practice, in regard to 
Baptiſm, i is not the foundation of true chriſtian love among 
brethren; yet we maintain, that a want of uniformity i in 
that reſpect, is a foundation of contention for it is morally | 
impoffihle that a church ſhould be deftitute of ſuch unifor- 
mity, without having a foundation of contention laid in its 
conſtitution. In vain, then, does our Author plead, that 
as there certainly are many true churches of Chriſt, whoſe 
members are knit together in love, and enjoying the pre- 
ſence of Chriſt among them, though of different ſentiments 
abeut' the mode of water» baptiſm; therefore ſuch a dif- 
ference ſhould be no bar to fellowſhip amongſt the churches 
of Ohtiſt. For he might as well have ſaid, As it is poſſible 
for peace to obtain, where a foundation of contention is 
Jaid:; therefore, to Jay a foundation of contention cannot be 
Improper, © That the, members of a church may poſſeſs 
peace; live together in love, and enjoy the preſence of their 
great. Head, though there be not an uniformity of ſentiment 
among them, relating to Baptiſm, we do not deny; but ex- 
gept Mr. B. can make it appear, that a diverſity of opinion 
and practice, in regard to that ordinapce, has a tendeney to 
2 7 peace among members of the ſame community; 
, at leaſt, that it is not a probable of contention 

1 ; among 
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among them; what he here ſays is little to the | purpoſe. 
Nay, could our Author make. it appear, that the practice of 
free communion is, in ſome inſtances, actually a mean of 
promoting peace in a congregation of chriſtians, this argu- 
ment would be invalid; except he could prove, that peace 
is the natural effect of different ſentiments in churches, re- 
ſpecting an ordinance of Chriſt; becauſe Satan himſelf may 
be a mean of peace. For, to the honour of our divine 
Redeemer, we believe that he is able ſo to counterwork the 
deſigns of our common enemy, and ſo to over- rule the natu- 
ral tendency of that which is in itſelf evil, as to ſubſerve his 
gracious intentions towards his people. But though he 
can make a corrupt tree bring forth good fruit; yet, by the 
very terms, it appears, that ſuch fruit is not natural to it: 
no, it is the effect of his ſupernatural and almighty agency. | 
Conſequently, they who plant corrupt trees in the garden 
of God, in expectation that he will make them bring forth 
a pleaſing produce; in other words, they who encourage 
ſuch a difference of ſentiment and practice in a goſpel 
church, relating to an ordinance of divine worſhip, as has 
a natural tendency to produce animoſities among the mem- 
bers of it, muſt act a parts the. a alt of — aner 
ee er e | 1; 
The ae effects * different ſetithmacath. in chitin. 
reſpecting an ordinance of Chriſt, are contentions. And, as 
a corrupt tree, operating naturally, produces corrupt fruit; 
ſo different ſentiments in churches, reſpecting any ordinance 
whatever, will naturally and unavoidably produce correſ- 
pondent effects, if thoſe effects be not continually ſuppreſſed 
by the finger of God. Conſequently, for Baptiſts to eſ- 
tabliſh a cauſe of contention (which, in admitting Pædo- 
baptiſts to the Lord's table, they cannot avoid) becauſe the 
Lord can, and does, in ſome inſtances; ſuppreſs the natural 
operation of things, muſt' be unlawful z as it is virtually 
calling for the continual operation of Omnipotence, 'to ſup- 
N oy Rare mY effects that Nr Om from a cauſe 
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of which they are the authors; a cauſe, which they have 


the power of removing, and, _ * ge all bad 
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= VIII. The Lord Jeſus, as the great and york! Shepherd 

<:0f his flock, the church, hath pronounced, that he who 
<< entereth in, by him, as the door, ſhall be ſaved, and ſhall 
4 go in and out and find paſture. And all the faints and 
faithful in Chriſt have thus entered in, and have a right 
6 to this promiſe: therefore all paſtors who are after 
«6: Chriſt's heart, ſhould feed them with knowledge and 
<c underſtanding, and not ſcatter or drive them away, or 
<6- hinder them from enjoying the ſweet and green paſtures 
<< Chriſt hath provided for them. Agaibſt ſuch, a woe is 
* '; pronounced, who do . and ſts them ee 1 


{Via 2 Aber proves audio at all, or it 
aebes too much. If it proves any thing in this diſ- 
pute, it is, that believers, as /uch, ought to be received 
into communion at the Lord's table. For, I ſuppoſe, 
our Author will not deny, that all who have entered in 
by Chriſt the door, are true believers, whatever their 
ſentiments or conduct may be. Conſequently, a Kata- 
baptiſt may be admitted to the Lord's table, if he appear 
to believe in Jeſus Chriſt; or a converted Papiſt, who re- 
fuſes the wine at the holy "RIO If Mr. B. abide by this 
argument, his communion: will be free mmdeed—Free, for 
Quakers, for Papiſts, for whomſoever will, provided they ap- 
-pear to him to believe in Jeſus, or to have entered in by 
Chriſt the door. Nor muſt he forget the woe, of which he 
haas reminded us, and to which he will — . if he 
ruſe communion to them. oh 


[x $8 IX. The new 8 bow of he King of 9 75 is, 
% That they love one another as he hath loved them; 
that they alſo love one another: and it is the diftin- 
guiſhing character by which we may not only know, 


but all men may know, we are his diſciples, if we have 
| love 


4 love one to another. Love, not in word, idee in 
«nb tongue, but in deed and in truth. As, therefore, the 
* many weakneſſes and miſtakes of his people did not, nor 
4 do now, hinder his love and preſence with them, neither 
„ ſhould they hinder” us from loving and walking in love 
< with them. But how contrary is ãt to our 1 to ſhue 
© hey * * nie Houſe and from his table e A 
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toe ex FER! futility: of this: argument, 1 would 7 Fac 
That one command of God eannot require the ſacrificeaf 
another; in order to compliance with it. For, to ſuppoſt 
chat onedivine command requires the breach of another; in 
ordet to a. performance of it; is to imagine, that the great 
God has laid a ſnare for the ſouls of men. Therefore, if 
we would not blaſpheme eur Maker, we muſt never imagine 
that a firm adherence to one command can be eſteemed the 
breach of another. Now, Baptiſm, 'by'immerſion, is an 
ordinance of God, and a ſubmiſſion! to it is required of all 
believers, previous to their enjoying communion at the 
Lord's a ; Bonar We _ Ce" more OY to 
new. CF - 
n | E113 DT I 725 nn ret 
But, n to Mr. B's neck of ode: 2 complis 
ance with the royal law of the King of faints, requires the 
ſacrifice of this inſtitution,” - Conſequently, - for the "reaſon 
aſſigned above, his notions of a compliance with that royal 
laws muſt be extravagant. Baptiſm, therefore, being an 
ordinance of Chriſt, to Which it is the duty of believers to 
ſubmit, prior to their enjoying communion at his table; z it 
is impoſſible the Baptiſts ſhould be guilty of breaking the 
royal law, or of abridging their power to perform any 
thing which that law enjoins, in refufing to admit thoſe 
into the church, who, are ußwilling to comply with that 
which, according to the Word of God, i is a pre· requiſite to it. 


Therefore, to repreſent Baptiſts ; as nid, cenforious bigors ; ; 
+ # : = {3 $4 5254 4® 4 oe” and 
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and to charge them with, breaking the royal Jaw {Cas 

_ King of ſaints, merely becauſe they nefuſe to tecęive Pado- 
baptifts:to. fellowſhip with them at the Lord's, table, is a 
conduct entirely inconſiſtent With the laws of heaven in 
peneral, and juſtly merits the ſevereſt cenſute. We ſin- 
cerelyiwiſh-that ſuch prodigies of candour and charity, as 
Mr. B. would firſt rectiſy What is amiſs in themſelves; by 
ſcouring off the ruſt of cenſoriouſneſs and bigotry, which 
cleaves: cloſely to them. It may not be improper for, them 
to-aſk; Whether thoſe branches of their own conduct, 
by which they aim to diſcovet their candour and extenſive 
charity, are not the effect of a prevailing paſſion to, pleaſe 
men, rather than of a fervent and ſincere deſire togloxify God, 
hy acting continually under the influence of his authority ? 
Me hope alſo, it will not be unſeaſonable to obſerve, that 
though we would not wiſh our opponents to refrain from 
doing any thing that may recommend the religion of our 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt; yet, ſo far as they, by their candid 
and charitable mode of proceeding, render it agteeable to 
the carnal appetites and .maximg of men ; /o far, they are 
guilty of  marring, inſtead of recommending it. Ang 
whether any one will receive the thanks of the great Head 
gf the church, for ſuch a conduct, in the laſt day, we leave 
gur opponents themſelves to determine. Before Ry diſmiſs 
this argument, L would. obſerve, that it labours Pg the 
ſame defect with that which immediarely precedes, a1 
might have been, anſwered i in the ſame way. 1 e int Roa 


ce 
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* « X. The dpoſtolic rules are, for us to receive the weak 
2 « in faith; to bear their e to receiye one an- 
4p other, as Chriſt allo receive: Wo, to the ory. of God: 

« & rules enforced by the example « of C hriſt, 15 feceives the 
x weak as well as the ſtrong, and bears with the infirmities 
« of his people and churches ; the bruiſed reed he did 
not break, and ſmoaking flax he did not quench. "Though | 
e he had many things againſt the Aſiatic 'churches, yet he 


«© owned them as his, and walked in the midſt of them; 
| and 
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ce and he ſtill does with all ſuch as hold him as han: Head, 

< the fundamental doctrines of chriſtianity, the ordinances. 
jn ſubſtance, and whoſe converſations are according to 
c oodlineſs, though there may be many. weakneſſes and 
© miſtakes amongſt them: the thought of which ſhould 
& allay a bigoted party ſpirit among real chriſtians, and 
<+ engage. them to walk together with all lowlineſs and 
« meckneſs, with long-ſuffering, forbearing one another 

« in loyg. 


It is well known, that the great apoſtle diſcourſes about 
things indifferent, from the beginning of the xivth 
to the 7th verſe of the xvth of Romans ; and that his de- 
ſign is to ſhew, the obligation which chriſtians of ſuperior, 
knowledge in divine things are under, to bear with the in- 
firmities of the weak, in things that are indifferent, con- 
cerning which there is no poſitive command in the word 
of God. Of this, I ſhould think Mr. B. muſt be convin- 
ced. He cannot but know alſo, that Baptiſm is a poſitive 
duty; for the proof of which we need only conſult his 
preliminary remarks. Now, is it not very extraordinary, 
that he ſhould think thoſe inſtructions which the apoſile 
gave to believers, reſpecting their behaviour towards weak 
brethren, who made conſcience of complying, or of re- 
fuſing to comply, with things purely indifferent, are pro- 
perly alledged; not only to prove that it is lawful, but 
laudable, for believers to diſpenſe, or to countenance others 
in diſpenſing, with a poſitive duty? If he does not think 
Dex] are properly alledged for this purpoſe, he was guilty 
of the moſt egregious trifling, in quoting and thus apply- 
ing thoſe inſtructions f. And if he does conſider them as 
pertinent, then he muſt, believe, that thoſe inſtructions, 
which are proper in matters indifferent, are quite ſufficient 
alſo, in things of importance; which is no other than to 


t For, though Mr. B. virtually 5 ſprinkling is Baptiſm; ; yet he 
pleads for admitting Pædobaptiſts into the church, upon a ſuppoſition of their 
being miſtaken in Baptiſm, 


E | conclude, 
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conclude, that thoſe things which are altogether indifferent, 
and thoſe which are not ſa, merit an equal regard. Ap- 
parent inconſiſtencies theſe, of which the reader will judge, 


Nor does what Mr. B. advance, reſpecting our Lord's 
bearing with the weakneſſes of his people, evince the pro- 

riety of free communion. For, whatever may be intended 
by thoſe expreſſions of the great Redeemer's tenderneſs and 
care, we cannot help thinking, that they mean ſomething 
very different from giving his miniſters and churches a 
commiſſion to lay aſide a poſitive ordinance of his; of 
which Baptiſts are guilty, when they receive Pædobaptiſts 
to communion with them at the Lord's table. Baptiſm, 
by immerſion, is the only way into the church, that is 
pointed out in the word of God; nor can any perſon enter 
into a church, without the conſent of its members. Con- 
ſequently, when they are unanimous in admitting a perſon 


to fellowſhip with them at the Lord's table, who refuſeth 


to approach it as the word of. God directs (which is the 
caſe with Pædobaptiſts) that perſon receives a commiſſion 


2 from the church to omit a poſitive duty required by the 


word of God: which, in other words, is no other than a 
commitſion to live in a fin of omiſſion. How oppoſite, then, 
to that candour, charity, and benevolence, which Mr. B. 
ſo warmly recommends, is his own conduct, in charging 
vs, with driving away, Tcattering the flock, and deftroying 
the peace of our brethren, merely becauſe we do not coun- 
tenance ſuch a neglect of duty, and ſuch a ſin of omiffion ! 
To promote the peace and edification of chriſtians, and to 
bear with their infirmities, as the ſcripture directs, is, we 
acknowledge, both juſt and laudable: but to receive a per- 
ſon into the church, contrary to the direction of Chriſt, 
under a pretence of promoting his peace and edification, 
and of bearing his infirmities; is nothing ſhort of doing 
evil that good may come. And ſhall we be guilty of ſuch. 
an abuſe of ins grace ? God forbid ! 
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te XI. The apoſtolic practice was, to allow liberty of 
conſcience, and to exerciſe great forbearance towards 
brethren, who, through weakneſs and education prin= 
ciples, were miſtaken in things of as great moment as 
the outward made of water-baptiſm ; not refufing fellow=- 
ſhip with thoſe who were zealouſly attached to ſome of 
the aboliſhed: rites of the ceremonial law, and the cuſ- 
toms of the elders, particularly circumciſion, the Jew- 
iſh ſabbath and faſts, meats and drinks, and divers 
waſhings and alſo purißestion 4 in the temple for the vow 
of the Nazarite,” 


e Yea, the great apoſtle Paul eircùmeiſed Timothy, 
took upon him the Nazarite's vow, ſhaved his head at 


Cenchrea, and alſo ſays, Unto the Jews I became as a 


Jew, that I might gain the Jews: to them that are un- 
der the law, as under the law, that I might gain them 
that are under the law : to them that are without law, 
as without law, (being not without law to God, but 
under the law to Chriſt) that I might gain them that 
are without the law: to the weak became I as weak, 
that I might gain the weak: I am made all things to 
all men, that I might by all means ſave ſome, The 


main concern of the apoſtle was, to gain ſouls to the. 


ſaving knowledge of Chriſt ; without which all outward 


forms will be of no avail. o indifferent were in- 
© different to him. Thus ſhould it be with all the miniſ- 


ters of Chriſt; promoting love and unity among all 


ſaints, though of diffetent ſentiments about ſome mere 
outward forms.“ | 


And muft Baptiſm, which is an appointment of our 


ſovereign Lord, and an important branch of ſolemn wor- 
ſhip, be- conſidered and treated as a MERE out,. form ? 


What thinkeſt thou, reader? Is this the language of a, © 
profeſſed BapTIsT, or of a Quaker zncog © I do not 
recollect that a more degrading expreſſion, relating to Bap- 
E 2 : tiſm, 
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tiſm, is any where uſed by BarxcLay.—The reader may 
alſo obſerve, that Mr. B. ſpeaks of the outward mode of 
„ water-baptiſm ;“ and by this very ſingular phraſe in- 
ſinuates, that the mode of Baptiſm may be entirely changed, 
yet the ordinance continue the ſame, as to its effence. 
But can the eſſence of that inſtitution be diſtinguiſhed 
and ſeparated from the mode of adminiſtration appointed by 
Jeſus Chriſt? Or, can any thing be conſidered as Chri/- 
tian Baptiſm, beſides that which Chriſt appointed? If it 
may, Mr. B. would do well to inform us, in how many 
„ outward modes“ the appointment may be adminiſtered, 
without deſtroying its eſſence. Our Author was wont to 
believe and aſſert, that Baptiſm is immerſion in the name of 
the Lord. Has he, then, of late diſcovered, that perf/jon 
and aſperſion are © outward modes“ of immerſion? or has 
he totally renounced his Baptift principles ?—As Mr. B. 
ſeems fond of the epithet, outward, I will venture to re- 
peat it: Outward mode of water-baptiſm.” Ts there, 
then, an inward mode? Common readers are led by our 
Opponent's language to conclude, that, in his opinion, 
there is. Had he but informed us what is the inward 


mode of woter-baptiſm; and whether the internal mode of 


adminiſtration be in his judgment, as various as the out- 
ward; we ſhould have been' greatly obliged to him, and 
he would certainly have had our thanks, 


What our Author produces, in defence of his favourite 
hypotheſis, from the conduct of Paul, is far from being ſo 
much to his purpoſe as he ſeems to imagine, For, in re- 
gard to that apoſtle taking upon him the Nazarite's vow, 
there is reaſon to query, Whether, in ſo doing, he acted 
by the authority of God, and under the direction of the 
Holy Ghoſt? That it was by the advice of the elders and 
brethen, then at Jeruſalem, he took upon him the vow, is 
evident; and that the advice of his chriſtian brethren 
proceeded on a ſuppoſition, that ſuch a compliance with 
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ancient rites would conciliate the minds of thoſe Jews Who 


were ſuperſtitiouſly attached to the ceremonial law, re- 
move the prejudices they had, conceived againſt him, and 
obviate future objections to his miniſtry, is equally clear. 
The advice, however, and the apoſtle's conduct upon it, 
did not produce the deſired and expected effect, For when 
the Jews, from diſtant parts, came to Jeruſalem, and ſaw 
the apoſtle in the temple, they ſtirred up the people, crying 
out, Men of Iſrael help. This is the man that teacheth all men 
every where againſb the people, and the law, and this place + and 
all the city was moved, and the people ran together, and they took 
Paul and drew him out of the temple, and went about to Fill 
him. Now, ſuch being the deſign, and ſuch the iflue, of 
the apoſtle taking the vow upon him, may it not be juſtly 
queſtioned, whether, in that particular, he acted under the 


direction of the Holy Spirit? Or, can we ſuppoſe, with- 


out impeaching the character of that divine Agent, that he 
directed Paul to the uſe of means, with a view to a par- 
_ ticular end, whichwere quite unſuitable and inſufficient to 
obtain the end ?—Again : That Paul had taught the Jews 
zo forſake Meſes ; that is, to conſider the ceremonial law as 
fulfilled and abrogated by the death of Jeſus'Chriſt, was a 
fact, ſupported by the beſt of evidence: but the expedient 


propoſed, by his brethren at Jeruſalem, ſeems to have been 


intended to make the Jewiſh zealots belieye thathe had done 
no ſuch thing, and that the report of his having ſo done was a 
falſekood. For thus the elders and brethren addreſs, and 
thus they adviſe him, Acts xxi. 23, 24. Do therefore this 


that we ſay unto thee. Me have four men which have a vow 


on them; them take, and purify thyſelf with them, and be at 
charges with them, that they may ſhave their heads ; and all may 
know that thoſe things whereof they were informed con- 
cerning thee, are nothing, but that thou thyſelf alſo walkeſt 
orderly, and keepe/t the law. Now, to ſuppoſe the apoſtle 


was directed by the Holy Spirit, to take upon him the Na- 


zarite's vow, With a view to make the Jews believe, that 
the report of his teaching their brethren to forſake Moſes, 
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and the cuſtoms was falſe, if it was really true, is ſuch 
a reflection upon his wiſdom and goodneſs, as we dare not 
encourage. Nay, it appears inipoſſible, that the Spirit of 
God ſhould a& ſuch a part; it being inconſiſtent with the 
holineſs of his nature, and he cannot deny himſelf. It was 
a truth, and for eyer will be a truth; that the apoſtle taught 
the people to forſake Moſes, and the ceremonial rites, be- 
fore he took upon him the Nazarite's vow. It muſt, there- 
fore, be incompatible with the perfections of God, either 
to direct, or to influence the apoſtle, in uſing means to 
make the Jews believe that report to be falſe which was 
founded in truth.— If, then, there be reaſon to think the 
apoſtle was not under the direction of the Holy Spirit, in 
taking upon him the Nazarite's vow, his conduct in that 
reſpect cannot afford a warrant for free communion; 


But, admitting the great apoſtle to have acted in this caſe; 
as in others, by divine direction; admitting, alſo, that he 


aimed at a different end from that which I have ſuppoſed; | 
and that he obtained his deſign by the mean he employed; it 


will not warrant our Author s practice, except he can make 
it appear, that he acts under a ſimilar divine inſpiration. 
Beſides, though Paul conformed to antiquated rites, yet 
he knew the origin of thoſe rites was truly divine; that 
they had ſubſiſted in their full force for many ages; and 
that the people, whoſe approbation he ſought, conſidered 
the laws relating to them as unrepealed. But Mr. B. as a 
Baptiſt, cannot believe that infant ſprinkling was ever ap- 
pointed of God. He muſt look upon it as an invention 
of men; which has for ages uſurped the place of a divine 
inſtitution, though it never deſerved the notice of any one. 
The two caſes, therefore, are far from being equal; and, 
conſequently, to argue from the one to the other. „ as'if they 
were parallel, cannot be. juſt.— Nor can any thing be ga- 
theted to countenance the practice for which Mr. B. con- 
tends,. from the apoſtle circumciſing Timothy. For we 
_ either conclude, that he acted by a particular divine 
revelation, 


* 
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revelation, in circumciſing that excellent man, notwith- 
ſtanding the right was aboliſhed ; or, that his conduct, in 
other reſpects, was diametrically oppoſite to the law of cir- 
cumciſion, when it was in full force. Conſequently, | 
nothing can be juſtly inferred from hence in favour of free. 
communion ; unleſs the adyocates for it can prove, that 
they have an immediate revelation from heaven for that 
practice, which it is probable the apoſtle had to authorize 
his circumciſing of Timothy. — Nor are the following 
words, To the Fews 1 became as a Few ; to them that are with= 
out law, as without law ; to them that are under the law, as un- 
der the law ; any mar to our Author's purpoſe. For if 
the apoſtle, in theſe inftances, acted repugnant to the com- 
mands of Chiſt; either he had a diſpenſation from God, 
for that purpoſe, or he had not, If the former, he was. 
in the way of his duty ; he was an obedient ſervant : and, 

conſequently, the things with which he diſpenſed were not 
of equal importance with Baptiſm, which is a poſitive, 
peremptory, divine command, and in full force. If the 
latter, which far be it from us to ſuppoſe, he ated the 
part of an imperious lord, in the houſe of his great Maſter, 
And, conſequently, if Mr. B. follow ſuch an example, and 

teaches men ſo, we muſt be excuſed receiving his inſtrue- 
tions; and cannot but think that he may, without any in- 

juſtice, be ranked amongſt n "ng are CRE gn? in the 


Wen of heaven. 


o 


' 46 XII. The "members of the church. at Philippi were of 
different ſentiments about things not eſſential to ſalva- 
“tion: they had not all attained the ſame degree of light 
« and knowledge of divine things; and yet, muſt they 
% walk together in the ordinances 21 God's houſe ? Ves 
<< the apoſtle ſays, Nevertheleſs, whereto we have already 
5c. attained, let us walk by the ſame rule, let. us mind the 
« ſame thing: and, if in any thing ye be otherwiſe minded, | 


« God ſhall reveal even this unto you. As if he had ſaid, Tz 


Let not Tous different ſentiments break chriſtian love, 
vs Or 


= - 
e SALA 0 os a es 
- 
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& or hinder you from walking in church fellowſhip with 
ce each other, ſo far as ye are agreed; leaving each other 
«© with God, to reveal the truth of thoſe things in which. 
< you are differently minded : he is the beſt inſtructor, 
«© who has led you into the truth; and your refuſal to 
«© walk together in a church ſtate is not the way to en- 
60 lighten your brother into the truth.“ 


It is more eaſy to aſſert, than bo prove, e that the mem- 
<< bers of the church at Philippi, were of different ſentiments 
c about things not eſſential to ſalvation : :” and that it was their 
duty to walk together in the ordinances of God's houſe, 
notwithſtanding this difference of ſentiment, Phil. iii. 
15, 16, to which Mr. B. refers, and on which his aſſertion 
is founded, by no means proves what he intends, The 


apoſtle, after expreſſing his love to Jeſus Chriſt in the moſt 


emphatical terms, and declaring that he was continually 
prefling after that ſtate of perfection which the ſaints in 
heayen enjoy; proceeds to exhort his | chriſtian brethren 
to ſtedfaſtneſs in the purſuit of the knowledge of Chriſt, 
and complete happineſs through him. Let us, therefore, | 
ſays the apoftle, as many as be perfect, be thus minded; and if 
in any thing ye be otherwiſe minded, God fhall reveal even this 
unto you, Nevertheleſs, whereto we have already attained, let 
275 walk by the ſame rule, let us mind the ſame thing. 


It is worthy of notice, that the apoſtle does not aſſert, 
not even inſinuate, that the members of the church at Phi- 
lippi were of different ſentiments about any one article in 
religion, neither in this chapter, nor in any other part of 
this epiſtle. And that circumſtance which Mr. B. has al- 
ledged in proof of what he advances, is quite inſuf- 


- ficient for that purpoſe, If the apoſtle had ſaid, And 


though, in ſome things, ye are otherwiſe minded; his aſ- 
ſertions would have been juſt : but he makes uſe of the 
hypothetical particle, ; and only informs them what 
they might expect would * take place, upon a up- 

poſition 
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zof tun of their being otherwiſe 7-H Aud if in any 
thing ye be otherwiſe, minded, God ſhall reveal 'even this unta 
you, Nevertheleſs, ( though God ſhall'reveal even this unto 
you, upon a ſuppoſition of your being otherwiſe minded) 
whereto we have already attained, let us walk by the ſame rule, 
let us mind the ſame thing. If, therefore, Mr. B. have no 
better authority than that — 5 he has produced, to ſup- 
port his affertion reſpecting the members of the Philippian 
church ; he muſt either conclude, that the apoſtle conſidered 
the members of that church, as of different ſentiments 
about things not eſſential to ſalvation, merely becauſe he 
faid, Aud IF in any. Fang 3 We. be otherwiſe. minded, G ſhall re- 
Tf the latter, he gives up the argument. If the former, he - 
might as well conclude that I am aſſured he i is convinced, 
that the ubmeanin arguments which he has. ſent into the 
world, to eyince the propriety of free communion, are ſo 
many enemies to the church of Chit; becauſe I have ſaid, 
Ty ever he is convinced of this, he win cheerfully ſubmit 5 
to have them. committed to the flames, | | 


2 X III. The ibs . is e to 15 . zac 1 
ct by rigour, but led into it by free enquiry and rational 
66 inward conviction: and the exerciſe of chriſtian: love 
“ and forbearance is the moſt likely means of ſoftening 
«© the minds of miſtaken brethren, of diſſipating their pre- 
cc judices, of putting them upon a free and impartial en- 
quiry after the truth, and rendering them more ſuſcep- 
„ tible of it. A rigid, cenſorious, uncharitable ſpirit to- 
* wards brethren, is contrary to the Spirit of Chriſt, and 
to ſhut and bar the door againſt a brother is a ſtrange 


* way of teſtifying our love to * or of RAY him 
48 of his miſtake,” ; | 


$5 ; : — | 
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Mr. B. will do well to remember, that: when. Bapt iſts 
ſhut and bar the door againſt Pædobaptiſts“, as he is 
pleaſed to term their refuſing to admĩt them into the church; 
their firſt object is, to teſtify their love to Chriſt, and their 
veneration for him, as the only Lord: and Lawgiver of his 
church: for they think it a ſtrange way of diſcovering 
their love to Chriſt and reverence for his authority, to pre- 
fer the peace and approbation of their fellow mortals, to 
the glory of Him whoſe throne is in Jeruſalem. And, 
however ftrange ſuch a conduct may ſeem, it cannot be 
more ſurpriſing, than for Mr. B. to plead, with a view to 
Juſtify free communion ; (if he believes that infantſprinkling 


is Baptiſm) that the exerciſe of chriſtian love and forbear- 


ance, is the moſt likely way to ſoften the minds of miſtaken 
brethren, and to remove their prejudices. For, if ſprinkling 
be Baptiſm, where is the propriety of calling Pædobaptiſts 
"miſtaken brethren, and of admitting them into the church, 

with a view to diffipate their prejudices ? ſceing, on that 
ſuppolition, they are not under, any miſtake, in regard to 
"Baptiſm. It is notorious, * that Baptiſts, what- 


ever they may pretend, do not admit Pædobaptiſts into 
the church, with a view to put them upon a free and im- 


partial enquiry, reſpecting this branch of divine worſhip. 
So far from it, that they give them a commniſſion to con- 
r 1 treat 4 by imelevſion,” as an 1 indifferent 


* 4 


* The ungenerous refleQions our Author fo 838 Sg on the ric 
Baptiſts, for ſhutting and barring the doors of the church againſt their Pædo- 


baptiſt brethren, are entirely without foundation. They prove, however, 
either, that he was very inattentive to what he advanced; or, that he was 


influenced by the ſtrongeſt prejudices. For the buſineſs of ſhutting and barring 
tlie doors of the church, dces not properly belong to the members of it ; their 
only province being to open them, For the doors of the church are ſo contrived 


ordinances of Chrift are regularly obeyed. The contemporaries of Noah, ſeek- 


; ing for ſhelter in the ark, when purſued by the overwhelming flood, and find- 
ing the door ſhut againft them, might, on ſimilar grounds, have exclaimed 
againſt his want of affection and of compaſſion, For as, not Noah, but Gop 


himſelf, ſhut the door of the ark; ſoCar15T, and not we, conflituted Baptiſm, 
real Baptiſm, a term of communion at the holy table, 


© by infinite. wiſdom, as always to ſhut of their own accord, when the laws and 


— 


thing; 


* 
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thing - and to conclude, that chriſtians may lawfully live 
in the neglect of it all their days. It would, indeed, be 
ſtrange for Baptiſts to inſinuate, that a ſubmiſſion to Bap- 
tiſm by immerſion is required of Pædobaptiſts, after they 
have encouraged them to believe, that ſprinkling is a proper 
ſuccedaneum for it. And, leſt this ſhould be the caſe, 
when it becomes the theme of converſation in their ſocieties,” 
it is ſpoken of with great coolneſs and indifference z as if 
it were appointed only to ſubſerve the humours 'of men, 
and that they might regard, or diſregard it, juſt as they 
pleaſe. And that Baptiſm ſhould” be treated in this in- 
different manner, in thoſe churches that practiſe free 
communion, is abſolutely neceſſary in order to preſerve 
peace. For it is impoflible that Pædobaptiſts ſhould 
hear immerſion ſpoken of, as eſſential to that ordinance, 


without being diſpleaſed : unleſs we could ſuppoſe: them 


capable of hearing that which they believe to be an or- 
dinance of Chriſt, entirely made void, without the leaſt con- 
cern; which ſuppoſition is incompatible with evangelical 
ſeriouſneſs, zeal for the honour of Chriſt, and love to the 
truths of the everlaſting goſpel. Conſequently, this argu- 
ment of Mr. B. is futile and vain. | e 


* XIV. There is a vaſt difference between a perſon who 
« diſbelieves and rejects Water-Baptiſm as an ordinance of 
* Chriſt, and one who believes and is found in it, as he 
really underſtands it. Nor can it be the duty of any 
<< one to ſubmit to a different mode, unleſs he is perſuaded, 
e in his own mind, that the mode he has already ſubmitted 

«© to was wrong. For Baptiſm is the anſwer of a good 
« conſcience towards God, and blind obedience is. neither 
& required or acceptable to him. And as a miſtaken defect 
in one duty, will not exempt brethren from being found 
in other important duties, which they have light into, 
* and which are privileges for their edification, neither will 
<« it juſtify any in debarring them from being found in the 
«© ſocial duty and privilege of the Lord's Supper.“ | 


F 3 1 Admitting 


1 


Admitting the difference hetyyeen the two caſes, to which 
our Author refers, to be ever ſo great, the conſequence 
which he. infers is by no means valid; for if it were, he 
who ſubmits to Baptiſm; according to his own views of the 
| ordinance, muſt have a right of communion, how fooliſh 
* or abſurd ſoever his notions. of Baptiſm may be. Suppoſe: 
a perſon, ſor inſtance, inſtead of being immerſed on a profeſ- 
ſion. of faith, which Mr. B. conſiders as the appointment of 
Chriſt; or, of having a little water ſprintled on his face, 
| which 1s now the general practice, in theſe kingdoms; to 
1 have a mixture of oil and water paured on his head, without 
| mentioning. the. adorable name of the Father, the Son, and 
| the. Holy Spirit, (as practiſed by ſome ancient heretics +) 
and that he conſiders it as real Baptiſm; according to this 
argument, he muſt be conſidered and . a eee 


1 


When Mr. B. aſſerts, 80 That it cannot t be the duty of 
60 any one to ſubmit to a. different mode, unleſs he is per- 
6 ſuaded in his own mind, that the mode he has already 
oy ſubmitted to was wrong; he falls into a miſtake, for 
want of diſtinguiſhing between the chriſtian's duty, and his 
being convinced of it. Every branch of duty is contained 
in the Bible; and, conſequently, it muſt be invariably the 
ſame, whatever any one may think of it. Now, to be im- 
merſed, on a profeſſion of faith, is the duty of chriſtians, in 
| general, independent of their thoughts concerning it. To 
; ſuppoſe, therefore, that a believer may, through i ignorance, 
or fear, or prejudice, neglect that which God requires. of 
chriſtians in general, on a preſumption that it is not hi5 
1 duty, i is ſo palpably wrong, that Lean hardly imagine Mr. 
B. himſelf will dare to affert it. Duty, eſpecially ſuch in- 
ſtances of it, as relate to poſitive inſtitutions of divine wor- 
ſhi p, depends, not on the judgment and will of ignorant and - 
ſelfiſh mortals; but on the ſovereign mandate of Heaven. 


— 


+ See Dr. War's Hy, ant Bap. Part II. Chap. 3. 


Ky 
* 
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The Papiſts think it their duty to adore the hoſt, the Jews 
to blaſpheme Chriſt, and the Quakers to reject both Baptiſm 
and the holy ſupper; but is it, in reality, their duty ſo.to 
do Nor are we at liberty to invert the order of poſitive 
rites, eſtabliſhed by our ſovercign Lord; or, to admit any 
one to communion that is not baptized. No; we are 
bound by the higheſt er to keep the Keie, as. * | 


were mma 


40 XV. Believing Pædobaptiſts have the ſame ſpiritual 5 

cc views of the ordinance. of Water-Baptiſm, . And look 
a upon themſelves as under the ſame; ſolemn engagements 
<< in their ſubmiſſion to it, in their mode, as the Baptiſts do 
te in theirs: ſo that there is an agreement in the ſubſtance, 
te though not in the external mode of it: which difference 
c ought not to deſtroy the comforts. of love, the fellowſhip 
cc of the ſpirit, and the bowels and mercies which the chil- 
e dren of God, as his elect, holy and beloved, . put 


1 on and exerciſe towards each. other.” PS. 


That cc 9 P=dobaptiſts 2 ** * ſoiritual 
c views of the ordinance of Water Baptiſm,” as the Baptiſts | 
have, may, notwithſtanding Mr. B's aſſertion, be juſtly que- 
ried, For the latter believe, that Baptiſm, was deſigned to re- 
preſent, in a figure, the death, burial, and reſurrection of a 
body. The believer, by going down into the water, prac- 
tically profeſſes to die unto fin; and, when immerſed in it, 
he is, as it were, buried: in which burial (as a perſon literally 
dead and buried is no more, with reſpect to his former con- 
nexions, . purſuits, and enjoyments) he ſolemnly profeſſes 
that he is no more, conſidered as a lover of fin, or as a 
companion of thoſe who ſerve fin. And in his emerſion, a 
reſurrection to newneſs of life is repreſented in a figure; 
and he declares himſelf ready to follow the Lamb ꝛubither - | 
ſaever he goeth. But how, — appeal to Mr, B. himſelf 
how ſhould Pædobaptiſts have the ſame ſpiritual views of the 
ordinance, in their mode of proceeding, when it is not 

| | adapted | 
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adapted to repreſent any ſuch things? As to infants, they 
have no ſpiritual views at all, when they are ſprinkled. 
And as for adults, to whom water is applied by aſperſion, in 
what part of the ſervice is there any thing like the repreſen- 
tation of a perſon being dead, buried, and riſing again ? 
In what part of the ceremony would a ſenſible ſpectator 
judge, from any circumſtances in which the ſubject is either 
active or paſſive, that he intends thoſe who are preſent ſhould 
view him, as profefling to die to ſin; to be buried, as to his 
former ſinful courſes; and to riſe agaig to newneſs of life? 
Whether the perſon ſprinkled, ſtand, or krieel, or ſit, a ſpec- 
tator cannot rationally conclude that he intends, by the 
poſition in which he is, to expreſs his dying to ſin, and his 
| being buried, as to his former evil courſe of life. © 


Should it be ſaid, The candidate for Baptiſm may 8 ſo 
nd as to repreſent a corple, before he is ſprinkled; and 
then the circumſtances of lying down, and riſing up again, 
are ſufficient to repreſent the death and reſurrection of a 
body. We anſwer, perſons whoare literally dead and buried, 
are laid in the bowels of the earth; and thoſe who are li. 
teraly raiſed again, are raiſed up outof their graves. Now, 
as Baptiſm is deſigned to repreſent the death, burial, and 
reſurrection of a body; ſomething more muſt be required, 
than barely lying down, and riſing up again. For though 
it were all owed, that lying down and riſing again, are ſuf- 
ficient to exhibit a figurative death, and a figurative reſur- 
rection; yet the body is never ſo circumſtanced in any one 
part of the ſervice, as properly to exhibit a figurative burial: 
for, in order to that, it muſt, for a while, diſappear. Now, 
if a death, a burial, and a reſurrection, cannot be properly 
repreſented by ſprinkling; and yet Pædobaptiſts have the 
fame ſpiritual views of Water Baptiſm, in their mode, as 
Baptiſts have; then it will follow, that they have ideas of 
things which are not in the leaſt repreſented in their mode; 
unleſs, by a figure, we may underſtand that which bears no 
Anat to the ** A b 


That 
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That adult Pædobaptiſts may have the ſame ideas exiſting 
in their minds, when they are ſprinkled, as Baptiſts have 
when they are immerſed, is not to be doubted; but then 
thoſe ideas were not ſuggeſted to them, by Shag a little 
water on one part of the body only. Until thoſe ideas, how- 
ever, are naturally ſuggeſted to them by ſprinkling, which 
it is abſurd to ſuppoſe; we are under a neceſſity of W ns 
that Mr. B, is miſtaken on this * 


XVI. „Believing Pædobaptiſts with as honourably i in 
ce the world towards thoſe who are without, and alſo in the 
„ church, and are as capable of, and as ſtrict in, diſcharg= 
„ing the ſacred duties, reſpeQing the table of the Lord, 
«* as the Baptiſts ; ſuch as examining of themſelves, and 
« ſo eating of that bread and drinking of that cup, diſ- 
c cerning the Lord's body, doing it. in remembrance of 
« him; ſhewing the Lord's death till he come; and, 
though many in number, yet partaking of that one bread, 
40 as one bread and one body. So that it is unjuſtifiable 
© to den: them what is the common privilege of the chil- 
« dren of God, the ſupper of the Lerd.”” 


— 


Far be it from me to impeach, either weiden or the reli 
gious character of godly Pædobaptiſts: and equally far ought 
our Author to be from ſuppoſing, that he may receive to 
communion one or another, in any way that our ſovereign 
Lord has not appointed. For, either immerſion, on a profeſ- 

ſion of faith, is eſſential to Baptiſm, or it is not. If the latter, 
why does not our Author ſprinkle infants? And why does he 

immerſe any that have been ſprinkled in their infancy? If the 
former, then Pædobaptiſts are unbaptized, however excellent 
their character in other reſpects may be: and, conſequently, 
to admit them to the ſacred ſupper, is a practical rejection of 

- Baptiſm; and on the ſame principle that he N one po- | 
ſitive eee: he may reject both. | 

XVII. 4e Tf Baptiſm by immerſion had darn eſſentially 
& neceſſary for conſtituting a true church of Chriſt, or for 

„the admiſſion of members into it; or a different mode a 
| 3 ſufficient 


4» 1 * 


40 ſufficient bar = ; bow a "perſon, oi out ws 3 - —— 725 his 
40 table; we might ſuppoſe that ſome of the epiſtles, to the 
4 primitive churches of Chriſt, would have been at leaſt 
40 inſcribed, to the baptized church of Chriſt ; and alſo 
tc that the apoſtles, j in giving the characters of the members 
46 of the ſame chutches, would ſometimes have called them 
40 baptized belieyers or brethren, as well as the beloyed of 
<« God, the called of Jeſus Chrift, the ſandtified in Chriſt 
<« Jeſus, and. the ſaints and, faithful brethren in Chriſt: but 
tc as they are not, ſurely thoſe perſons, who anſwer the cha- 
cc racers given the members of the pure apoſtolic churches, 
<« are fit to be received into any of the churches of Cbriſt 
cin our days; 35 and their being baptized i ina different mode, a 
« as it is the only bar raiſed aries their admittance, ought 


66 to be removed away.. 


This s argument jabours under © one little inconvenience; ; 
that is, it proves tos much, if it-prove any thing at all. F or 
might not a Quaker retort; If Baptiſm had been intended 
by Jeſus 'Chrift, for the uſe of his diſciples in ſucceeding 

ages, is it not reaſonable to ſuppoſe, that ſome of 'the many 
Epiſtles, directed to the primitive churches, would have 

been inſcribed, To the BAPTIZED church of Chriſt? But as 
none of thoſe inſpired letters were ſo addreſſed, it is ra- 
tional to conclude, that Baptiſm was never deſigned to be 
| aftanding ordinance. in the chriſtian church, - And if what 
. is called, the Lord's Supper, had been deſigned as a perma- 
nent inſtitution in the church, might it not be preſumed, 
.that one oranother of the Epiſtles would have been inſcribed, 
Toithe church of | Chriſt, holding communion at THE Lord's 
TABLE ?. As, therefore, we find no ſuch addreſs, we may 
ſafely conclude, that neither Baptiſm, nor the Supper, about 
the latter of which friend B. makes ſuch a ſtir, was ever 
intended of God to be regarded by us.—Nay, this argu- 
ment, if it be worthy of the name, might as well be ad- 
duced to prove, that there was neither preaching, nor prayer, 
nor praiſe, in the primitive churches, nor ought to be any 


now. For none of the Epiſtles are inſcribed, To the church 
| of 
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of Chriſt in which the goſpel i is preached ; or,. in which 
prayer is made; or, in which praiſe is addreſſed to God. If, 


therefore, Mr. B. will abide by the conſequences of this ar- : 
gument, he may improve on Quakeriſm itſelf, and have ; 


none but filent meetings. 


XVIII. cc Suppoſing 5 mode of immetſion to be right, 
ce yet your adopting that unſcriptural party-name and diſ- - 
te tinction, of the baptized churches of Chriſt, and refuſing 
6 fellowſhip with all who do not ꝓractiſe the ſame, is the 
c ready way to let your good be evil ſpoken of; as it gives 
great reaſon for people to think, you lay too great ſtreſs 
on Baptiſm by immerſion : and alſo it ſavours too much 
& of a bigoted party-ſpirit, which is unfriendly to the life 
© and power of godlineſs. It is certainly one of the moſt 
| © ſubtle and ſucceſsful wiles of Satan, as an angel of light, 
ec that he might break brotherly love and unity, and ſmother 
<« vital godlineſs among the children of God; to ſet them 
c at variance about the out ward forms of godlineſs, under 
< the ſpecious pretence of a zeal for God, till they become 
cc mere party-bigots to an empty name. As all party- 
* names and diſtinctions, of human device, tend to divide 
< the churches and children of God, they ought not to be 
< retained; as they are all but one body, and ſhould have 
< fellowſhip one with another,” 


If, according to Mr. B's ſuppoſition, immerſion is the 
Tight mode of Baptiſm; then though that diſtinguiſhing 
Character, The baptized churches of Chriſt,” is not to 
be found in the word of God ſyllabically; yet thoſe churches 

of Chriſt which have been baptized, as the ſcripture directs, 
are, by a neceſſary conſequence, the BAPTIZED churches of 
Chrift, and there cannot be any impropriety in their being 
ſo called; unleſs it be improper to call perſons and things 
what they really are, Conſequently, though we have no ob- 
jection to expunge from the church all party-names and 
diſtinctions of human device (for thoſe only can be called 
party names, which are founded in the imaginations of men) 
G - yet 


2 
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yet that diſtinguiſhing character, The baptized churches 
of Chriſt,” may be juſtly retained; becauſe it is really 


founded in the word of God.—Nor is it an objection of any 


weight, againſt retaining this diſtinguiſhing character, for 
Mr. B. to ſay; Your adopting that unſcriptural party- 
* name and diſtinction, and refuſing. fellowſhip with all 
« who do not practiſe the ſame, is the ready way to let your 
& good be evil ſpoken of; as it gives great reaſon for people 
& to think, you lay too great ſtreſs on Baptiſm by immer- 
56 ſion.“ For, to make the objection forcible, Mr. B. muſt 
prove, either that Baptiſts have no authority to diſcover 
an inflexible attachment to an ordinance of Chriſt; or that 
the manner in which they diſcover their attachment is 
improper; neither of which will be eaſy for him to do. 
We challenge Mr. B. however, to make it appear (and 
beg leave to obſerve, that his Tp/e dixit is not ſufficient) 
that Baptiſts, in adopting the diſtinguiſhing character, of 


which he ſpeaks, and in refuſing to commune with Pædo- 
baptiſts at the Lord's table; are either deſtitute of au- 


thority for their conduct, or influenced by any other mo- 


tives than a well regulated affection for Chriſt, and a due 
concern for his honour, as their Lord and lawgiver.— Nor 


do we give any juſt cauſe of ſuſpicion, that we lay too great 
a ſtreſs upon Baptiſm. That we conſider it as a term of 


communion at the Lord's table, is freely acknowledged; and 


ſo have chriſtians in general, of every name, in every coun- 
try, and in every age. Yes, its neceſſity in that reſpect, 


has been almoſt univerſally maintained. Did we conſider 
the aſperſion of infants as real Baptiſm, we ſhould make no 


ſcrupleto admit Pædobaptiſt believers into communion with 
for- their being, on our principles, unbaptixed, is the 


3 the only ground, on which we refuſe to * com- 
1 with them in the holy ſupper. | 


That Satan eee to ſet Chriſtians at variance, about 
"the outward forms of godlineſs, to ſmother vital religion, 
and to break brotherly love and unity, we readily grant. 


But what then?” muſt we — that form of worſhip 


which 
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which God has appointed? far be it! Mr. B. might as 
well ſay, As the Devil takes occaſion to puff Chriſtians up 
with pride, when they enjoy liberty in diſcharging the duty 
: of prayer; it is the wiſeſt and the ſafeſt way for them to 
omit the ſolemn exerciſe. Baptiſm by immerſion is a form 
of worſhip preſcribed by Almighty God; and, therefore, 
whatever conſequences may follow our attending to that 
duty according to the divine rule, we cannot depart from 
it and be guiltleſs. 5 


XIX. 4 The laws of ſeparation and. excluſion from 
on © God's houſe and table, according to the ſacred oracles of 
<< truth, extend to the world; to ſuch as conſent not to the 
« doctrine which is according to godlineſs; to thoſe who 
« are deſtitute of the truth; to the contentious ; to the pro- 
<«-faneanddiſforderly dons z and to the heretic. Amongſt 
ce whom we cannot rank ſincere, humble and honourable 
<« believers, who walk conſcientiouſly according to the 
e light God has given them, though their ſentiments are 
<< different about Baptiſm. Againſt ſuch there i e law, 
48 nor ought 18 church or miniſter to make ys | 


That there is no law finally to condemn the 3 of 
Chriſt, and that churches and miniſters. have no- right to 
make laws, to bind Chriſtians, in any one inſtance what- 
ever, are indubitable truths. And it is no leſs certain, that 
a'perſon ſhould not only be free from thoſe things which 
are characteriſties of wicked men, and of diſorderly bre- 
thren 3 but that he alſo ſhould-be poſſeſſed of thoſe quali- 
fications which evince his right of ' communion at the 
Lord's table, before he can be lawfully admitted into the 
houſe of God: among which, a willingneſs to approach the 
holy ſupper. according to the ons given in the ſacred 
oracles, is abſolutely neceſſary, Now, reſpecting the way 
in which Chriſtians ſhould approach the Lord's table, we 
muſt conclude, either that God has given ſufficient direc- 
tions in his word, or that he has not. If the latter, we are 

left i in the dark, on this head; and, eopſoquentlys every man 


> or” | is 
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is at liberty to approach the Lord's table, i in ſuch a way as 
his inclinations lead: for one man, without a guide, is as 
likely to be right, i in religious matters, as another, Tt is 
meet therefore, if we have no certain rule to direct us in 
this reſpect, that every man ſhould act as ſeemeth right in 
his own eyes. But if the Lord has not given ſufficient di- 
rections in his word, reſpecting the way to his table; that 
omiſhon muſt be a ſource of contention in the church. For 
it is too evident, that the ſentiments of Chriſtians Ter 
widely on this head; nor can this evil be cured, by any 
thing ſhort of a idle rule, God, however, is not the author 


of confuſion, but of peace, 1n all the churches of the ſaints; and, 
conſequently, he has not left this matter undetermined in 


his word. | 


In proof of the biet 1 1 to A= ü. 41 42. 
hen they that gladly received his word, WERE BAPTIZED * 
and the ſame day there were ADDED UNTO THEM, about three 
thouſand fouls. And they continued fledfaſily in the apoſtles doc- 
trine and fellowſhip, and in breaking of bread, and in prayers. 
It ſeems unreaſonable to wiſhifor a more explicit precedent, 
than that which is contained in theſe words. For they ſet 
before us, with all imaginable perſpicuity, the order in 
which the apoſtles proceeded, under the influence of the 


Spirit, in admitting members into the primitive churches. 


And if the conduct of the apoſtles is to be confidered as a 


precedent for us; if it is our duty to follow them, in all 


things practicable by us, as they followed Chriſt, and acted 
under the influence of the holy Ghoſt; it muſt be our duty 
to follow them in this inſtance; an inſtance from which it 
is plain, that the way to the Lord's table was through the 
water, in the apoſtolic times. Nor can Chriſtians lawfully 
approach it in any other 25 if the word of God is to we 


our hf 


* 
— 


xX. « Laftly, all the ſaints and faithful in Chriſt, both 


| «« Baptiſts and Pædobaptiſts, belong to the general aſſembly. 


« and. church of the firſt born, which are written in heaven 
: * in 


"= 
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te in 1 che Lamb's book of life; and, as fellow- citizens of 
«© Mount Zion, the city of the living God, the heavenly 
6 Jeruſalem, they will all have entrance miniſtered unto 
te them abundantly into the everlaſting kingdom of out Lord 
e and Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, where they will ſpend a bliſs- 
« ful eternity together, in the enjoyment of all the glories 
+ © thereof, and join in concert in ſinging, in the height of 
4 Zion, the high praiſes of God and the Lamb: the amaz- 
de ing rapturous thoughts of which ſhould unite all the 
<« ſaints here in love to, and fellowſhip with each other, in 
cc the houſe of God and at his table.“ 


That all the Saints and faithful in Chriſt, belong tothe ge- 
neral aſſembly and church of the firſt born; that they will ſpend 
abliſsfuleternity together, in the enjoyment of all theglories of 


the heavenly world, and join in ſinging the high praiſes of 


God andthe Lamb, we readily grant. Yes, true believers of 


all denominations, whether they be Proteſtants, Papiſts, or 


members of the Greek church; whether they be Baptiſts, 
Pædobaptiſts, or Katabaptiſts; ſhall all be happy together 
in the enjoyment of that ſublime bleſſedneſs. But are we at 
liberty hence to conclude, that they may all unite at the 
Lord's table? What, muſt we receive to communion con- 
verted Catholics, who refuſe the wine at the holy ſupper; 


and converted Quakers, who utterly reject baptiſm, becauſe 


we hope to enjoy eternal happineſs with them in the hea- 
venly world! Moſes and the ancient prophets, no doubt, 
hoped to enjoy an everlaſting ſtate of bleſſedneſs with many 


that were not circumciſed; but were they warranted, by 


the rapturous thoughts of that conſummate happinely: to 
admit any males to communion with them, in the Jewiſh 
paſſover or the ſanctuary ſervice, before they were circum- 
ciſed? Mr. B. ſhould remember, that baptiſm and the Lord's 

Supper are poſitive appointments—as much of a poſitive hind, 

as the ordinances of circumciſion and the paſſover, under 
the ancient ceconomy : and that Chriſtians are no leſs obliged 
to regard the former, in the manner and order revealed in 


the New Teſtament, than the Jews were bound to obſerve 


the latter, as enjoined in the books of Moſes, 
Having 


Fl 


Having anſwered, Mr. B's. twenty reaſons for free coms 
. munion, I think it needleſs to conſider the remaining part 


of his pamphlet; as it contains very little beſides the moſt | 


trifling appeals to the paſſions, I ſhall therefore conclude, 
with exprefling my ſincere defire, that while our opponents 
plead for love and forbearance, they may not loſe fight of 
truth and righteouſneſs; and that while they. ſtand forth as 
the 8 * "Os "RE ed not W on the laws 
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